The authors wish to make the following corrections to our published paper [1] . The scores, shown in the last column of Table 3 , refer to the follow-up phase of the CinC 2017 challenge, and may have been obtained with methods and features different from those shown in columns 3 and 2, which refer to Challenge phase and are described in the cited articles published on CinC 2017 Proceedings. In summary, on page 9, Table 3 should be changed from: Notably, our performance on the hidden test set of the official challenge phase was: F 1n = 0.911; F 1a = 0.784; F 1o = 0.739 and F 1 = 0.812 (obtaining the 12th place in the official ranking list). The increase in performance achieved from the official phase to the follow-up phase suggests the importance of having reliable annotations for the algorithm training and evaluation.
to the following correct version: Notably, our performance on the hidden test set of the official challenge phase was: F 1n = 0.911; F 1a = 0.784; F 1o = 0.739 and F 1 = 0.812 (obtaining the 12th place in the official ranking list). The increase in performance achieved from the official phase to the follow-up phase suggests the importance of having reliable annotations for the algorithm training and evaluation.
On page 14, reference 40 and reference 43 should be changed from: 
